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AB STB ACT 

This report exanining the status o£ science fiction 
in_libra.ries during the .30-year, period, of the genre's infancy 
discusses past attitudes tovard science fiction and policies 
concerning in:s selection and acquisition* In order to deternine hov 
strong an inlluelice revievs vould have been on the purchase of 
science fiction, the book announcements and revievs vere surveyed in 
four selection tools: the American Library Association catalog. 
Booklist, Library Journal, and Publisher's weekly* The announcements 
and revievs vere checked on tvo levels: hov aany books from Anatomy 
cf Honder, a selective bibliography of science fiction books, vere 
included in the four tools: and vhat vas said about each book* A 
literature search vas also conducted tc discover vhat librarians vere 
acttially sayin<} abotit science fiction* Tables display the data 
gathered and a bibliography is provided* (FHt 
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In recent years f science fiction has begun a period of serious 
eelf-exainination» The self-congratulatoiy reniarks have all but 

vanished • Instead, new words have crept into SP vocabulary, words 

1 2 
like "ghetto mentality" and %e precious few syndrome'* , used most 

commonly to explain S? readers ^ mi^^^^ readers^. 

Tiie development of the 'Ve precious fevr syndrome** among science 

fiction people-*-both readers and writers— is not difficult to understand 

when the development of the genre is also examined • Ben Bova blamed 

SP people*s defensiveness on the field's early years. 

**Since the lurid covers of magazines perpetuated the 
> image in the ^*s, detractors of the genre have called 
it pulp literature. Its critics have judged the books 
by their covers* Silly movies and the haughty sniff of^ 
an occasional literaiy critic confirmed their opinion.**^ 

Some critics did more than sniff at the newly emerging field. For 

example, one literaiy critic *>f 1939 liad this to say after describing a 

few plots of the then current science fiction: 

•^This besotted nonsense is from the group of magazines 
known as the science pulps, which deal with both the 
VIorld and the Universe of To-morrow and^ as our items 
show, take no pleasure in either. The fact that they 
do not se^s more significant than axiy other turned up 
by the Easy Chair*s recent course of reading in them, 

which began as a mild literary inquiry* Thes e stories 

are more maturely written than those in the co^Jb<5y 
pulps, for example, in only that they use longer words 
and more involved sentences* Their conventions and 
narrative formulas are also less primitive than the 



James Gunn, Analog , November, 1974= 5* 

Keil Barron, Anatoiny of Wonder: Science Fiction (New York: 
R*R* Bowker, 1976): xx. 

^en Bova^ **Prom Jiad Professors to Brilliant Scientists: The 
Evolution of a Genre»** Libraiy Journal 98 (May 15t 1973): 1646» 
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chi^Qo»\'ith'-oix*-*shootord of the horoo opera* Some of 
them arot to to surot Juot that chaoo rephraoed in 
terms of death raySf with heroic earthmen overcoming 
malign Venusiane on the laet pa^t the majoritgr 
of them forgo melodrama in favor of exegesis 

After criticism like that the appearance of a ••we precicaw few" ' 

^^Q^dronie. becomes-somewhat easier to understand* SP peoplo'had good 

reason to be defensive in the 1930*s and 40*s« Yetf even mw» 

rumblings caa still be heard from that field of fiction* 

^OT generationst librarians and teachers have 
felt uncomfortable about science fiction •"3 

^0 asked children's librariaiis for SP and they 
eaid *Oht we do not allow children to read escapist 
literature** Vfe asked adults* librarians for it 
and they said *Obt we do not carry children's bocks 
on this side of the building****^ 

**Andt twentywfive years agOf nobody gave a damn 
about pore qoill sf* Libraries excluded it***? 

^ose librarians who are also SP fans tend to wince at such 

statements* Hhat did their predecessors do to deserve such scorn? 

Bid librarians actually exclude SP altogether from their collections? 

Such action would have been against even the earliest. Library's Bill 

of Ripjits t first adopted by the American Library Association in 1939* 

_ Books and other reading matter selected for 

purchase from the public fUnds should be chosen 
^ because of value and interest to people of the 



Bernard DeVotOf '^oom Beyond Jupitert** Harper 179 (September 
1939): 446* 

^en Bovat **prom Mad Professors to Brilliant Soientists: The 
Evolution of a Cenret** Library Jcumal 99 (Hay 15| 1973)t I646* 

Ursula K* LeGuint The Language of the Wight (Kew York: 0* Pv 
Putnam»B Son«t 1979) « 225* 

^Uexei and Ooxgr Fanahlnt Ibid of the Ohetto?** Oalilcc ^ 
(October 1977): 15* ■ 
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community, and in no cacc chould the cclcctian be 
influenced l^jr the race or nationality or the ^ 
political or reli/;iourj vicv;c of the *^iritero«" 

Ac the AlA did not forco individual librarianc or library boardc 
to accept this policy of selection, there may have Ijeen come vrhich did 
-notv—But would the actions of a few librat^ics bring such criticism 
against all librauries? VJhat, then, would help to turn SP people against 
libraries? pid inflamatoiy statements against SP appear in liljraiy 
journals? Or did the libraxy profession as a whole completely ignore 
the emerging field of science "fiction? 

'She fact that these <iuestions remained unanswered prompted this 
report* During a literature search of this subject, mai^ articles on 
the development of science fiction were discovercdf but none at all on 
the attitudes of specific groups outside the field toward science fiction* 
Occasionally in an article a SP writer like Ben Bova would mention that 
librarians felt "^uncomfortable" about science fiction, but it was never 
explained what had given him that impression of the libraiy profession's 
attitude* 

If librarifois did not exclude science fiction, what, then, would 
they have done with SP hooks? A clue might be found in Article I of 
the 1939 Library's Bill of Hijjfets * At -ttiat time, books were selected 
not only because of library patrons^ interests, but also because a 
particular book would be of value to the community, such as nonfiction, 
classics, and the so-called ^>^erious*' literature* 

o 

Judith H* Krug, "A History of the Library Bill of Rights,*' American 
Libraries 3 (January 1972): 61* 
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If librarians were tryins to interect their patrons in '^serious*' 
literature, and because science fiction did have tho '*pulp literature" 
stamp on it from its m&sazine beginnings in 1926i it would follow that 
librarians would not strongly endorse science fiction^ If that vrats 
_ the^caae, most librarians would -then- have treated-SP- the same as westernsr 
inysteries, romances, etc»— which ic to say that the interests of the 
clientale of the particular library would determine how much of the 
partiaasu:* brattdi of fiction would be stocked^ * 
II • LIMITIKG FACTOR 

It would be almost impossible at the present time to conduct a 
nationwide survey of libraries to see hovr was treated in each from 
science fiction*s early years to now» An easier method would be to 
survey the selection tools used by most libraries • 

Ben Bova v/rote, 'Tfears ago, librsa^ians bought science fiction 
books on the strength of reviews or because a publisher had established 

9 

a science fiction line for which libraries could place standing orders^**^ 
For those librarians whose reading interests were in other fields of 
fiction, reviews would be the only way to select books— whether SP, 
westerns, or anything else* 

As an attempt to uncover how strong an influence reviews would be 
on the purchase of SP l^jr libraries, this report will focus on the new 
^ook announcements and book reviev;s of four authorities in the library 
world of book buying* The first major authorily is the American Library 
Association Catalog? , which for about 37 years recommended books for 

o 

^Ben Bova, *^om Jlad Professors to Brilliant Scientists* ^he 
Evolution of a Genre*** Librar?/ Journal 98 (May 15, 1973): 1646» 
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inclusion in library collections* The other three authorities are . 
journals— Booklict I Librar/ Joumal t and Publisher's Weekly * ?he 
last journal is more for publishers and book sellersi but it is often 
used for library acquisitions as well* 

To attempt to correspond vdth Ben Bova's *^ears ago*' mdntiohed 
aboTCi the time period for the surv^ will be froni 1920 to 1949* 
This time period was decided upon for t;^o main reasons* For one, 
although science fiction has been written since the second century A* B*, 
when Lucian wrote his True His tor?/ 1 the term, "science fiction", was 
only coined about 1929*^*^ K* 0* Wells, in the 1890's, called his 
vjorks in the field "fantastic and ijnaginative romances *"^^ Other ternis, 
culled from Reader's Guide to Periodical Literature and Oomulative 
Book Review Bigest t and existing in their pages from about I92O on up 
to about I954i are 'Tseudo-scientific Novels'^ '*Science in Fiction**, 
"Science in Literature**, "Utopian Romance'*, **Prophetic Novels**, "Kovels 
of the Puture**, and *'llnterplanetaiy Hovels*** One not familiar vdth the 
genre would be hard. put to recognise all these as belonging to the same 
field, much less tiding to find books listed under the different 
indexing terms* ' 

The second reason this time period was chosen was because of 
three important dates in science fiction history* The first, I926, 
was the year in which Hugo Gernsback published Amazing Stories t the 

^^'james Blish, *'The Tale That V/ags the Godt The Puncticn of Science 
Fiction," American Libraries 1 (December 1970)t IO29* 

^^Ibid* 
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world's first science fiction magazine* This was actually a 

contintiation of the pulp literature label for science fictioni not 

the beginning* Science fiction stories had appeared in many other 

magazines long before Amasin/? Stories appeared ^, but this was the 

JL^jL?Xi5§SS^i^--4PVPted^s^^ science fiction*. - - 

The second date, 1938* was the year in which John W* Campbell, Jr*, 

became editor of the SP magazine Astounding Stories * As Isaac Asimov 

explained it, 

♦•The Golden Age^of science fiction] begaji in 1938, 
when John Campbell became editor of Astoundinnr Stories 
and remolded it, and the whole field, into something 
closer to his heart's desire* During the Golden Age, 
he and the magazine he edited so dominated science 
fiction that to read Astounding was to know the 
field entire* 

Campbell not only remolded the field, but he discovered and 
trained nevr writers— such as Asimov, de Camp, Eeinlein, Sturgeon, 
ami Van Vogt— and also influenced the writing of established authors 
in the field* ^ As Lester del Rey put it, ♦'t^ithout him, the current 
acceptance of science fiction would almost certainly have been 
impossible***^^ 

The last important date, 1950* is the year in which the Liteary 
of Congress first began to use the term "science fiction" as a fiction 
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Ibid * 

Ivor A* Rogers, *'The Gemsback Era* 1926-1937*** In Keil Barron* 



Anatoi^y of VJonder i Science Fiction (llew York: R* R* Bowkor, 1976): 8l * 

^ ^^Isaac Asimov, Before the Golden Agoj A Science Fiction Anthology 
of the 1930*s (Garden City; Doubleday, 1974): xiii* 

^^Lester del Rcy, The Best of John H* Campbell (Garden Cityi Doubleday, 
1976)i V5» ^ 

^^Ibid; 5* 
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olaBBification subjoot headins. It Ib a significant date b^catiBO it 
narlcB the reoognition of the genre V an organisation outBide of the 
field. The survey will end in 1949t hoHever, so as to Bee the 
treatment of SF 'before it vas acknowledged as a diBtinot field of 
"literature, 

III, DOORMAT UTTO OTB 

To Biit^lify the search for.SP 'bookB of the time period, Keil 
Barron*B Anatomy of Wonder , a selective 1}i1}liograph7 of science fiction 
from the 16th oentuzy to 1974, was used to provide a list of SF 'books 
for the study* Anatomy of Vender 's list of 1}ookB was also iiseful 
because it distinguished between books necessaiy for a core collection 
. of science fiction and books which were less in^ortant* 

, **Starred titles [core oollecticnj were selected on 
the basis of one or more of these characteristics: 
awards or nominations received...; influence of the 
work; outstanding unique treatment of a theme; 
critical and/or popular aoceptajxce; importance of 
the work in the author's total output; or historical 
impcrtancoi especially for early works. 

♦'Nonstarred titles are those which are relatively 
less important but which should be found in a more 
] comprehensive collection. This category inolijdes 
many of the less distinguished but still respectable 
efforts in the field. It necessarily reflects suV 
. ' : staatial personal judgment hy individual contributors, 

and no attempt was made to secu:^ unanimity of judgment. 
Certain titles were selected as representative of their 
typet e.g., space opera. Emially good alternates 
could have been selected. 

* 

Each book listed in Anatomy of Wonder which appeared in the 
new book announcements or bock reviews, of one or more of the four 



*Neil Barron, Anatomy of Wonder t Science Fiction (Nnw Torkt 
B.VB. Bowkar, 1976) t xi* 
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0ourc00 ims counted. AlsOt since Anatomy of Wonder *s liet went bac>: 
to the I6th centuiy, books ftrom pre1920 mentioned in the reprints 
section cf the four sources could be counted and compared with reprints 
of pO8t19S0 booIcBi as an indication of idiether or not librarians were 
paying more attention to sstal^lished nane^ Verne and 

H. Q. Wells and i^oring the newer authors. 

^e announcements and reviews were checked on two levels: 
(1.) How mai^ books from the list were included in the four sources 
and (2.) what was said about each book-»if the reviewer appeared to 
react negatively or positively towards the book being reviewed. In 
this way it was hoped to find how strong an influence the reviews ^ 

\ 

would be to a librarian in that time period. 

At the same timet a search was made through The Header^s Guide to 
Periodical Literature and Library Literature of that time period to 
discover what librarians were actually saying about science fiction. 
Articles appearing in journals other than those for the Xibrai^ 
profession were studied to see if ai>y references were made about libraries 
in such a way as to indicate that the author was connected tdth the 
library profession. 
IV. KNOTISD STRINO 

From the results of Table Xt syndrome sufferers should have little 
to complain about. With a total of $7 books published between 19^ and 
1949 that Anatomr of Wonder considered important for "a core collectioni 
40 were reported in the souroes-^pproximately 70^. Of the 104 books 
that Anatotay of Wonder considered less important i 56 (approximately 
were reported. 
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(Eablo 1 1 Gonoral Totals 



New Books Now Books 





Pu'blished' 


Listod 


RepriJi'ts 


Other 


Total 


Tear 
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1920 


1 


1 


1 1 
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5 


16 


1921 


1 
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■5 


11 




1 
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1 
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. 7 
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- 4 
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3 2 
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- ■ ■ - — 


- — 
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11 
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^1 


100R 
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3 


1 


4 


10 
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1 


13 


4 


4 


22 


1927- 


1 


4 


1 2 


6 




14 


23 






6 


3 


7 


1 


0 


19 


1929 


3 


5 


2 2 


5 


4 


13 


26 


1930 


2 


4 


1 3 


6 


2 


9 


21 


1931 


. 3 


2 


2 2 


13 


5 


4 


26 


1932 


1 


3 


1 2 


5 


3 


7 


18 




2 


5 


2 3 


7 




4 


It, 


1934 




5 


4 


7 


■ 3 


11 


26 


19 35* 


3 


2 


2 2 


4 


2 


11 


21 


1930 


2 


1 


■ 1 


10 


3 


14 


28 


1937 


. 2 


5 


1 -4 


7 


1 


8 


21 


1930 


1 






J 


2 


5 


12 


1939 . 


1 


/ 
/ 


1 2 


9 




9 


20 


1940 




1 


1 


5 


2 


5 


13 


1941 


4 




4 


6 


2 


1 


13 


1942 




2 


1 


2 


5 


2 


10 


1943 


1 


4 


1 


4 




5 


9 


1944 


1 


1 




1 


1 


4 


6 


19^5 


1 


2 




3 


3 


1 


7 


1946 


4 


5 


4 3 


7 


8 


3 


25 


•1947 


3' 


13 


2 4 


10 


3 




25 


1948 


3 


16 


3 5 


7 




16 : 


32 


• 1949 


6 


8 




6 




20 ■" 


• 42 


5f 


104 


40 5^ 


iTT 


4 


21T . 


- 547 



TSl 96 240 



Scplanation: ''New Books Published** are those from Amtomy of Vfoifider 's 
list pu'blished within the time period* ^'New Books Listed^ arc those 
found in the souroes* are those -hooks marked in Anatony of Wonder 
as necessary for a oore oolleotion, while are the relatively 
less important books* **^tal Listed** is obtained hgr adding the 
**New Books Listed**^ *tteprints**t and **Otlier Titles** oolumns for eaoh year« 



Taljle 2: Reprinte Tear of Cpiginal PuTjlication 
Year prelTOO' 1700 .1800 1900-1919 1920-25 26-30 31-35 36*40 41-45 46-49 



1920 




2 


2 
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1 








1Q26 




1 




1 
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1930 
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12 
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^ 1 


1 
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4 
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4 
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10 
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4 
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1941 




■ 1 


6 ' 










1942 
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V 2 
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2 














1 










1945 




2 


1 
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2 
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11 


1 
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1947 




3 


5 


1 


1 




2 


194a 




3. 


■ 2 
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1949 




1 








1 




Total 




50 






"7 


0 


23 



Table 2 gives a l}rea3c-down of reprints "by the year of original 

publication in or&er to show the historical depth posailsle ^£ a libraiy . 

had purchased most of the 240 reprints (fTable 1 ) liatefl i ^ the souroea^ 
An additional 211 aoienoe fiction hooks — reprints as well as new 
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IjooJco— ■tha't were not included in Anatony of iro]t^er *s lis-t were also 
noted ao mentioned in the sources (Talile l). 
V. AHOTHER* S EYES 

The joumalB studied did not actually start reviewing tooka until* 
the late 1940*s. For moot of ibe period studied, the books in the 
new 1}ook announcemente were either listed only by author and title, 
,^ or annotated enough to place the book as a HQTBtexy, romance, etc., 
but not enough for oarefUl* eelection. 

Sometijiies the aonotator would give the market as well as a 
simjple description, as Booklist (v.34, Becemter 1, 1937, p*129), did 
Capek*s War with the HewtS t adding "Limited in appeal to thoughtf\il 
readers.** And again in Library Journal (v.60| February 1, 1935t P*17l)i 
after a description of Arthur Pier's God*s Secret t it was suggested, 
*^45Lrkett Those who enjoy the novels of E. G. Wells.** And once again 
in Library Journal (v. 59, Pebruaiy I5, 1934i P»182), Balmer and >^lie's 
After Worlds Collide was given ^'Market: All those who read the first 
book| readers of imaginative scientific adventure stories." 

Annotations of new books in Library Journal and Booklist commonly 
had the annotator*8 opinion as well as & brief description. Comments 
-normally consisted of only one or two words added to the description; 
but, as most of the annotators for these journals were librariansi this 
proved to lie one indication of the lilirarians* attitude toward these 
. 'bookB. For exanpld, in Booklist {v.19f i^ril 1923i .P..215)., .thei._aanptator»s _ 
opinion of Capek's R.P.R. (Rossum's tTniver^al Bobots) was ^tense, 
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dramatic, clever." And again in 1925 ( Booklist v.21, p»305) while 
discussing Zamiatin's We, the annotator opened with "A brilliant and 
aniUBing satire on standardisation**' 

If it could be assumed that one or two words added to the 
description could be considered a recommendation, it would still not 
be as strong an influenoe in the matter of book buying as would a ^ 
long review. The source of the annotation must then be taken into 
account, as the purpose of the annotations differ with the source* 
Publisher's Vfeeldy has a different goal in reviewing and a somewhat 
different audience than Booklist . Publisher's Weekly ?^ aimed mainly 
at 'book**seller8, who would need to know something about the book in 
order to promote it. To suit that purpose, the annotations are brief 
descriptions with few added opinions. On the other hand. Booklist 's 
and Library Journal 's annotations a« written to help librarians 
decide ^ich book to buy, while the A.L.A. Catalog tells the librarian 
which . books should 1)e in the collection. For that reason, it could 
be assumed that one or two words added to the annotations appearing 
in the three li'braiy sources could be considered equal in influence 
to a long review appearing in a source outside the libraxy profession. 

No annotation or review could be found in ppoklist condemning 
any of the listed books. This could be due to the fact that a listing ^ 
in Booklist is often considered a recommendation itself. - 

Although Library Journal is not as highly selective as. Booklist , 
no negative report on a book oould be found in LJ, either. 
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The A»L»A» Catalog gave l^rief descriptions , with no added opinions^ 
but Inclusion in that source was a rciccoimendation in itself* 

Tables 3^5 detail the covera^ of SF hoolcs Vjr the sources and 
demonstrate the overlapping of the four sources* SSjmdrorae sufferers 
could point at the low amount of booka listed Vjr the three library 
sources and contrast that with those books listed in Publisher* s 
tfeeldy * Howevert this is an unjust comparisont since Publisher* s 
Weekly could list more books because it was (and still is) a weekly 
journal f unlike Library Journal (then twice a month) or Booklist 
(then once a month) or the A*L*A* Catalog (ncwQally about a five 
year cuniulation)* 
VX* WORD FRQH THB VOID 

lom Hart in 194$ conmented thatf *1Aatil nowf the selection 

of novels for science fiction has caused little difficul'^t since 

it has been u matter of accepting gratefully the few presentable 

l8 

titles which have come on.the market*" If that was the casst 
if librarians had purchased most of the books listed in the sources, 
by the end of ' 1949 ^T^^7 would have had a science fiction collection, 
with a balanced amount of historical depth and current works* Uhyt 

thent have SP people been complaining? 

O 

Althou^ the reviewers commented positively about the science 

* 

fiction titleSf during; the time period of the study only one article 
, on science fiction appeared in a libr^ journal* Found in the 
NoveDober 1 » 1949 1 issue of Booklist , the article is basically a 

^^!tor& Hartt *^oienos Fjotiont" Booldist A6 (November 1» 1949): 74* 
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T&hU .3. Coverage of the field >y the eotirces — New Booke 



Tear 

I9SO 
1921 
1922 

1923 

1924 

1925 • 

1926 

1927 

1928 

1929 

1930 
1931 
1^3? 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1933 

1939 . 

1940 ■ 
1941 
1942 
1943 
1944 
1945 
1946 
1947 
1948 
1949 
Total 



Total New 

Books 
Published 

2 
1 

1 ■ 

6 

.5 
4 
2 

5 • 

6 

8 

. 6 
5 
4 
7 
5 
5 

■ 3 
7 
1 

■ 3 

1 

4 

2 

5 
2 

3 

9 
16 

19 



/ 



Total New 

BoolcB 
. Listed 

2 
1 
1 

5 
1 
2 
1 
3 
3 

. 4 

4 
4 
3 
5 
4 
4 
1 

5 
0 
3 

1 
4 
1 
1 
0 
0 
7 

6 . 
8 

12 

95 . 



PW Booklist U AU 



2 
1 
1 
5 

1 
1 
3 
3 
4 

4 
4 
3 
5 
3 
4 
'1 
4 



1 

4 
1 



5 
6 
8 
12 



2 
1 
2 
1 

1 
1 



1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 
1 



5 
1 

2 

31 



None 

untU 

1926 



1 
1 
4 
2 
1 
2 



1 
2 
1 



1 
1 
1 

25 



t- 



2 



Peroentage of New 
Books listed 



90^ -SSSt 26S5 85} 



1-ab\« 4t Coverage of 
Total Reprints 



Tear 


Listed 


1920 


0 • 


1921 


5 


1922 


1 


1923 


3 


1924 


5 


1925 


4 


1926 


17 


1927 


5 


1928 


8 


1929 
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compilation and review of the ooienoe fiction 'boolcs appearing that 
year. As the only articlei it does give an indication of the 

lihrariano* attitude toward science fiction at that tiine. 

* 

**0f course I eveiy lihraiy lai^ge or small will have 
some older novels which raay he regarded as science 
fiction and which will he just as pleasing to many 
readers as the recent product. Some of the wcrlcs 
of Jules Verne I H. Rider Haggard, II« G« Hells, 
^ Lord DuneaBy, A. Conan Bqylei E« R« Sddisoni aivd 
Karel Capek, along with Huxley's Brave Wew World 
and Orwell's Nineteen Eifrhty^Four are examples 
that come readily to mind, although they do not 
all conform to the rtrict requirements of ardent 
scienoe fiction fans*. However, in many cases the 
science fictibn addict can he developed into a 
reader of many kinds of imaginative literature*** 

lyn Hart, the author of that statement, picked his writers 
rather well* All hut Lcnrd Huneany and E« R« Bddison were listed 
in Anatomar of Wonder , either for the time period of the study, or 
for pre1920 titles* A syndrome sufferer, however, would wonder 
^just what Hart meant hy his last sentence. 

Another example of the lihrarians' attitude of that time was 
foitnd in a survey of fiction and its readers done in 1936. Only 
one scienoe fiction author is oentioned, hut the attitude tovfard 

¥ 

that one is nnmistalcable. ^Ibe writer starts out hy mentioning 

that the si^^prey has *'a list of 2^ attihorst ranj^ing in quaXi'^ 

20 

Edgar Rice Burroughs to ^Istoi.** 



19 

20, 



Ibids 75- 



Jeamietie H<wa3fd"]^sier,- ""An i^prcach to'^riotidn throu^^ 
Charaoteriotics of Its Headers," Lihraiy Quarterly 6 (^il 1936)j 12?, 



ERIC 
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A Bivong indioation of the idea o^**8erioa&" literature was the 



*»Non*librMy sources supplied most\ noticeably (1) the 
neWcot good fiction (Hervey Allent^ Samuel Rogers, 
James Hilton); (s) the **classics^ (George Eliot, Pefoe, 
Pickens); (3) authors who might 1}e considered dubious 
from the viewpoint of the conservative reader (James 
Joyce, Tiffany Tbayert Thome Smith); and the oldest 
or poorest lighter material not much stocked byj- 
li'brories (B4gar Ri^e Burrcw^t Elinor. CXyn),'**^ 

And againt when the author 'is defining her qualitative scalat 

"At the end of the list one finds the type of wholo^ 

sale sentimentalitjj seneationalismi or moralissing 

which is serialized in newspapers or cheaper magazines 

and oiroxdated V the poorer drugstore rental li1}raries 

^ —stories in which there .is little hut plot; in which 

the experience is distortedf the cfaaraoters are hardly 

more than labeled costumes or attitudes, and the 

writing is careless or full of affection (E* H. BurroughSf 
et alO.'^S 

To demonstrate how this opinion of Burrou^s differs from that 
in the SF f ieldf Edgar Hice Burroughs has seven hooka listed in 
Anatomy of Wonder t and that guide adda that those sevw are hut a 
**cross-section of the more than fifty novels making up the canon of 
Burrough's work**^^ All seven are stai^edf indicating that all seven 
conformed to at least one of Anatonqr of Wonder *s requirements for a 
core collection title (listed earlier ^ this report). 

Hohert Scholes and Eric S, BabkiBt in Science Fiction * Histoxy*- 
Scienc envision t add tha point thatt 



statement that: 




Ibid; 133, 
Ibidt 141 • 




Barron* Anatomy of WoMer * Soi«noe Fiction (New Yoi^c: 
H. H. BowJcer, 1976): 55* 
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«Thcpo is a strong temptation for the critic to writo 

him [Ed^g^ Ricft Uurrofughs] off as a hack liho has taken 

chrewd advantage of a weakness in human nature* But 

this would 1)6 moot unwiset for what he represento is a 

vital part of all f iotion and i^apeoislly of soienoe 
fiotion,«24 

It 

Jeannetto Poster's article was tho only one found written V a 
librarian which discussedi however sli^tlyt science fiction and its 
position in regard to "serious" literature. Two articles V lilnarians 
in the 1950*s veor 1^ Hart»s "taiddle-^f*th9-road" attitude to 
fUll SP flupport* 

About 1953t Sister Mary Bennet conducted experiment to 
verify a hunbh that the students in high sohod physics and chemistty 
classest especially those going on to coXleget prefer science fact 
to soienoe fiction. g^jico nowhere in the report does she mention 
the reeultst it could /be assumed that she verified her huncht despite 
the fact that she did not seem surprised to report that the studento 
thou^t that 'both the fact and fiction 'books cbculd 'be included in their 
li'brary. fllbe Sister^s un'biased attitude slipped only once in the entire 
repcrtt when she referred to Rc'bert Heiiilein*© Waldo and lJagic» Inc. as 
**uawlxoleficme.^^ Eowevert since Magic^ Inc. contains aagict witchest 
and a, confrontation with the Devil; it is understandable that a Sister 
would react in such a manner. 



^^Robert Sdioles and Srio S. Hablcint Science Fiction : Histoxyw- 
Science—Vie ion (London: Oxford University Presst 1977): 12. 



^^Sister Maiy Bennett '•Science Pact or Fiction: Hhich^-and Why?" 
Catholic LiT)rary World 25 (March 1954)« 179* 

. ^^Ibid: 181 • 
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The Gecond artiole is a history of the ^'recent*' ccience fiction 

("rocent" "being approximately 19OO to 1952t irtien the article woo 

pu1}liBhed)* It was written hy Andre Nortont who in I932 van a 

children's lil^rarian as well as a science fiction writer* She had 

a few suggestions for Ii1}rariaii6 in regard to science fiction* 

- **frhere is a literary etandard in this fieldf and 
librarians as well 'as editorsf can help to raiee 
it to a high level* Sncourage good writing and 
1}e interested in the result* Read without prejudice 
ar4 an open mind* The trite plotf the card1}oard - 
characterisation! the dullt old fashioned story 
must not /be ^given .to avid readers as the ^'latest** 
1}ook* Verae mayl^e a classic Vut he is now also 
a nruseum piece* 
^ **fphe hest advice iB-*i^ether you like sciegjae- 

fiction or not-read it hefore you condemn*** ' 

Headily apparent is Norton's disagreement with Hart's advice that 

"some older novels** *will he just as pleasing to many readers as the 
28 

recent product*** Jules Verne does not seem to l^e as pleasing to 
Norton as would a more current SP author* 

^ fThe fact that this is a lihrarian asking other librarians not to 
condemn science fiction indicates that there was some bad feeling against 
SF* But haw 1>ad was it? No articles condemning science fiction as a 
whole could he fouiuit and one would think that an all*-Ottt attack on SP 
or aiQr branch of literature would^have had more publicity in library 
literature* 



'Andre Norton| 'Tiiving in 198O Plufi^^'t Library Journal 77 
(September 15t 1952)* l . 

^^iyn Bart, •Science Fiction, Booklist A6 (November 1, 1949)* 74* 
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VII* rua ciHCLs 

From 19^ to 1949t 9^ new and 240 reprinted books ftom. Ana^oncv; 
of VJonder and 211 othor titloo woro mentioned in the four Bourceo* 
Of the new bookot there werd approximately ^6 annotations which * 
were more than brief descriptions (Table 3* total of those covered 
by Booklist and LJ); while of the other titlest approximately 36 
(Table total of those covered by Booklist and IJ) were ^Recommended** 
in that manner* Adding; AL^^s iinplied recommendationt there were 
66 annotations of new l^ooks (Table 3) in which the librarian's 
opinion ms indicated and 41 of SF titles not listed in Anatoroy qf 
Vfpncler (Table 5)* Since no negative annotations could be foundt it 
can then be said that librarians did not reaot negatively towEXd the 
science fiction books 'being publi8hed-»they did not condemn them 
nor did th^y ignore them* 

The only article cont^jaing a strong emotion either for or 
against scienoe fiction was the one by Jlndre Norton* Butt since 
she ia also a science fiction vritert this article cannot be given 
the emphasis that one written by someone outside the genre would 
have* Edwevart it does indicate that there was some feeling against 
SF existing among librarians* Just how strong the feeling was is 
hard to determine* Both lyn and Sister Mary Bonnet maintain a 
careful neutrality throughout their articles^ The reviews and 

annotations! w^l^g^vjjo^'^a^ Mem the. titles under 

dlecuBsiont are also not overenthusiastic in their praise* 
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Xa contrast to tho fioemiiigly low emount of intctreot in the genro 
anions li1}rarianBt twolve artideo (not written lay ecionco fiction 
ottthore) could to found in magazines oucli aa Saturday Review of Literature » 
Harper t New BepuT)liC t and Senior Scholastic from 1937 to 1949* Moot * 
of these articles are dificussions of the new 'boolcB in the fieldf as 
well as of the writers and fanSf but the attitude in general is 
enthusiastic* Bven Bernard BeVoto's articlei *^oom Begrcnd Jupitert" 
trojsk whicih was talcen the literacy opinion earlier in this reportt does 
not continue on in that vain and instead seems to approve of the genre 
^ the last paragraph* 

Whyt thent did librarians reserve opinion on this genre? 

Jeannette Foster^s article gives the impression tbatf in 1936t 
the quality of a literaxy work was the main concern and if a patron 
preferred lesser qualit^t there was something wrong with the patron^ 
not the standard of qualitgr* ^en in 1934t almost twenty years latert 
Sister Ijary Sennet was still trying to interest students in nonfiction 
rather than fiction* Norton* s comment that SF **doe8 have a liters 
standard** serves to malce one wonder whether li1}rarians had reason to 
disapprove of S3P* It seemsi then^ that the ^^condeomation** mentioned 
V Andre Norton was the lihrarians* classification of science fiction 
as *teot serious literature** and| as *fnot serious literature**! heneath 
their professional notice; 

But it -also . appears as if lihrarians did not take su^ a lofty 
approach in regard io hook selection* Oordon Dickson recently dedicated 
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his book The Time Storm to lihrarianot explaining tha,t in the 1950*St 
lihrarios were the only real marlcet for hardcover SP* 'The libraries 
alone bought eoience fiction on a regular haslB, shelved themt and 
made them continaousljr available to readers; and in, this way libraries* 
kept both science fiction and those of us who wrote itf alive*'*^ 

Obviously, despite syndrome sufferers* claiins to the ccntraiy, 
some libraries did include science fiction in their collection* 
However, with all the biclt^ring back and forth as to who excludes what 
and what should or should not 1>e in a collection, one inajor ccnaider&ticn ^ 
has heen overlooked* Wiat matters is not whether the librarian prefers 
^'s^ious^ literature or westerns or romance or Sf^that is not important* 
What is ijnportant is that a lihrary fulfills its main reason for exiotenoe 
»to serve its patrons* In the Icn^ ran, it is the dientale of 
libraries who determine, their use of the library, what types of 
fiction and nonfiotion are stockedf what hooka are kept in or weeded 
out of a coUectiont and even whether fiction books are shelved in 
author/alphabetical order or by subject* fEbe users of a libraxy bavs 
the filial say^ 



^Gordon Didceon, Time Storm (New Yorkt St* Mariia»fi Proas, 1977)t 
dodication. [Thask ycut Kr* Piokson] ' 
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